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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. Claims 1-8,12,22,23,24,27-31,33,38-42,48-52,55,56,59,61,64-66 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Zilberman et al (5,824,022). 
Re claim 1 , figure 5 shows a first housing 30, and a second housing 50 that is 
'connectable' to the first housing. The term 'connectable' does not serve to limit the 
structure of the claim, but rather is an intended function of the claimed system. Further, 
the second housing 50 can be said to be communicatively connected to the first housing 
30. Also, as set forth in col. 10:30+ of Zilberman, multiple second housing units can be 
used, for example, in a classroom. Thus, a plurality of second housings exists, and the 
structure of the first housing is such that only one of the second housing can be 
'connectable' to it if desired. Further, in the claims that mention a 'remote module', 
other than claim 51 and its dependent claims, the 'remote module' is only inferential^ 
set forth, and not positively claimed. However, even if the remote module were 
positively claimed, the PC 82, as shown in figure 6, can be considered the remote 
module for those claims. Clearly a PC has a power supply and a screen, which typically 
is an LCD display. As shown in figure 4, second housing 50 clearly shows various 
knobs and buttons, some of which can give a tactile feel to the user. Re claim 51 , figure 
5 of Zilberman is considered to show a first housing 30 and a remote module 50, which 
has a user interface. Re claim 65, figure 5 of Zilberman shows a main part 30 and a 
replaceable part connectable to the main part. The term 'removably connectable' is 
considered to be intended use, not a structural limitation. Even so, the housing 50 can 
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be 'communicatively connectable' to the main part 30. Similar comments can be made 
for claim 66. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. Claims 9-1 1 ,14,37,45,46,47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable overZilberman et al (5,824,022). 

Re claims 9-1 1,14, although the remote module is not considered to be positively set 
forth in the claims, nevertheless it would have been obvious to enable wireless 
communication between the remote module 82 and the second housing 50 or 80, by 
simply eliminating the wire 84. Doing so would not produce any unexpected results, but 
rather would allow for a less cluttered arrangement by using RF telemetry to 
communicate between the remote module 82 and either module 80 or 50. Re claim 37, 
the second hosing 50 could be made to be positionable behind the ear of a patient 
without any undue effort. The module 50 is stated as being able to be used like a wrist 
watch, col. 5:37+. Further, the second housing 50 could be placed onto the first 
housing as that shown by the headpiece assembly 34, as shown in figure 2 of 
Zilberman. Thus, the second housing could be connected to the first housing in a 
similar manner to that of the headpiece assembly 34 that is shown being connectable to 
the first housing 30 in figures 2 and 3a of Zilberman. Re claim 45, the PC is considered 
to be able to control the functioning of the second housing module 50,80, as well as the 
first housing circuitry. Further, the intended functioning set forth in claims 45,46 would 
be routine for the ordinary artisan and not yield an unpredictable result. The skilled 
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artisan could allow for the remote module to control the other modules if desired for 
efficiency purposes. Re claim 47, the term 'mountable' is considered to be an intended 
use, not a structural limitation. Even so, to have such functionality would not produce 
any unexpected results. Connecting the modules with a cable could be fairly 
considered to be that one module was 'mounted' onto another module. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Scott M. Getzow whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4946. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Niketa Patel can be reached on (571) 272-4156. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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